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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 8, 10, 12-20, 22-31, 36-38, 44-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over LYNDE (6,181,302). 

As per claim 1 , Lynde teaches the claimed "computerized method for annotating 
an element of a view captured at a focal length" (Lynde, the magnification is equivalent 
to the focal length; column 3, lines 41-43, column 7, lines 39-45) comprising the steps 
of: 

(a) "retrieving a set of elements to annotate in said view" (Lynde, the real world 
image 76 read from the storage device 66; column 6, lines 50-63); 

b) "obtaining an identification of each said element" (Lynde, column 6, lines 24- 
26, 40-52); 

(c) "relating the identification to annotating data associated with said elements" 
(Lynde, column 6, lines 7-17; column 7, lines 28-38); and 

(d) "causing the annotating data to be displayed" (Lynde, the display manager 
127a; column 5, line 60 to column 6, line 6). 

It is noted that Lynde does not explicitly teach "the set of elements is dependant 
on the focal length" as claimed. However, given Lynde's nature and manmade 
geographical features captured by the camera or read from the storage device 66, it 
would have been obvious to relate the Nav glass' magnification (column 3, lines 41- 
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43,column 7, lines 39-45) to the dependency of this set of elements on the focal length 
(or Nav glass' magnification) because the magnification of the objects on display indeed 
represents the focal length of the glass. 

Claim 8 adds into claim 1 "relating the identification to the annotating data 
comprises referring to a database" (Lynde, the Electronic Nautical Chart database; 
column 4, lines 54-55). 

Claim 12 adds into claim 1 "generating of one of a visual signal, auditory signal 
and tactile signal" (Lynde, the visual signal of the real world image 76). 

Claim 13 adds into claim 1 "displaying the annotating data in combination with 
displaying an image/video of the view" (Lynde, column 5, lines 52-57). 

Claim 14 adds into claim 1 "displaying the annotating data comprises 
highlighting" (Lynde, highlighted symbols; column 3, lines 57-58). 

Claims 15-20 add into claim 1 the views seen through camera (used for training, 
commercial establishment, from within a museum, in navigation, shopping display, of 
participants in a meeting) which would have been obvious for real world images seen 
through Lynde Nav's camera on a certain route on navigation (Lynde's natural and 
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manmade geographical features; column 5, lines 63-64; e.g., markets, aircraft carrier 
museum, ship gatherings on a seaport, ...) 

Claim 23 adds into claim 1 "the view is taken by a camera" (Lynde, the Nav 
glasses 26; column 4, lines 6-14). 

Claims 24-26, 29 add into claim 1 the identification system which defines the 
desired object such as radio beacon, meta-information, position and viewing direction, 
... (Lynde, tracking information; column 6, lines 30-40, 54-56; column 8, lines 6-15). 

Claims 27-28 add into claim 1 "a portable device and touching screen" which 
would have been obvious to Lynde's movable cursor 61 and trackball 60 (Lynde, the 
navigation system 22; column 4, lines 26-30, 43-67). 

Claim 30 adds into claim 1 "the annotating data is further based upon an analysis 
of the view" (Lynde, column 5, line 60 to column 6, line 6). 

Claim 36 is similar to claim 1 and adds "enabling said element to be selectable 
so that when the element is selected additional information is displayed" (Lynde, the 
cursor on designate target; column 4, lines 26-34). 
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Claim 38 is similar to claim 1 and adds "the identification is based on visual cues" 
(Lynde, an image of any scene viewed by a user or mariner; column 4, lines 6-8, 
column 5, lines 63-64). 

Claim 10 adds into claim 38 "the signal from the element has been located using 
array processing" which is well known in the art and merely known as mere design 
choice because Applicant's disclosure does not provide any specific technique of array 
processing on the Disclosure. 

Due to the similarity of claims 22, 31 , or 37, or 44-45 to claims 1,8,1 3-20, 23-30, 
they are rejected under the same reason. 

RESPONSE TO APPLICANT'S ARGUMENTS: 

Applicant's arguments filed July 7, 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not deemed to be persuasive. 

For claims 1 and 22, Applicant argues that Lynde does not teach the data 
supplied in different scales which is incorrect as Lynde teaches the magnification of 
displayed objects (column 3, lines 41-43, column 7, lines 39-45). 

For claim 36, Applicant argues that Lynde's elements are not selectable which is 
not correct (Lynde, the cursor on designate target; column 4, lines 26-34). 
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For claim 38, Applicant argues "Lynde does not teach the use of visual cues" 
which is not correct (Lynde, an image of any scene viewed by a user or mariner; column 
4, lines 6-8, column 5, lines 63-64). 

Accordingly, the claimed invention as represented in the claims does not 
represent a patentable distinction over the art of record. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phu K. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272 
7645. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00-4:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Razavi can be reached on (571) 272 7664. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Phu K. Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2628 



